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RENASCENCE comes to you via the efforts of the 
Golden Gate Futurians, a local fan club competing for 
Bay Area membership with an East Bay group. Rene 
will feature articles and columns predominantly, with 
art work of the best available quality. We also welcome 
fiction, but want it good. We of course reserve the right 
to judge. The letter column is practically wide open. 
Again, we reserve the right to make any necessary use 
of the editorial function. We urge brevity, welcoming 
letters on almost any subject of interest to fans. Per¬ 
petrators of “startling” opinions are invited to present 
them with some use of rhyme or reason. 


Rene is not exclusively a sectional effort, but natur¬ 
ally the first issue was largely recruited from those in 
the GGFS, the ones nearest to editorial persuasion. In¬ 
vitations are extended for submissions of articles, poetry, 
artwork, letters and fiction, subject to our e oria re 
quirements. Unsolicited manuscripts should be accom¬ 
panied by stamped, self-addressed return envelopes. 


We have scheduled such features as D. Bruce Berry’s 
artwork, the continuage, P. C. Dunbar’s commentary 
on fantasy film history, the meanderings of “. . . in the 
anams the corsons grow. . . .” and other historical docu¬ 
ments on the fandom of future ages. 

Since L. Ron Hubbard’s “Dianetics”, for better or 
for worse, is the most important development in or near 
the science fiction field in recent years, we hope to pre¬ 
sent further material on both sides of this matter. Well- 
documented or well-reasoned contributions along that 
line are welcomed. 

We hope you like Rene, like it sufficiently to write us 
about it. We will attempt to publish future issues as 
close to a quarterly basis as possible. We have no way 
of knowing at present what printing medium will be 
available for future issues, but we do promise a neat, 
readable format. 


PUBLISHER and MANAGING EDITOR: Hans Rusch 
EDITORS: 

Hal Bertram 
Stephen Hulse 
Jim Kepner 
Stewart Metchette 
Agnes Rundle 


RENASCENCE is a non-profit amateur journal, issued 
quarterly by members of the Golden Gate Futurian 
Society. Price, 25c per copy or 5 for $1.00. 

Address all mail to 419 Frederick St.. San Francisco 17. 




















DIANETICS - REVIEW WITH RESERVATIONS 


By KENNETH MacNICHOL 


Scarcely ever in publishing has so much smoke ap¬ 
peared with so little fire as has followed the announce¬ 
ment of L. Ron Hubbard’s forthcoming book, Dianetics, a 
coined word defined by the author as a “new science of 
thought”; more specifically, a therapeutic technique for 
the treatment of various types of neuroses and actual 
insanity. 

Because Hubbard is an excellent science fiction au¬ 
thor, and especially because JWC, the capable editor of 
Science Fiction went overboard for Dianetics, most of 
the furore, so far, has been among the scientificfans. The 
book is not yet published at the date of this writing. One 
long article by Hubbard has appeared in Science Fiction 
with two editorials by JWC who also contributed a long 
article in a day-old issue of the fanzine Rhodomagnetic 
Digest. To date that’s the lot; therefore the reserva¬ 
tions. Culled from only this scanty material, these fal¬ 
lowing comments may demand some further study. 

JWC says that Hubbard “discovered” the “principle” 
that the human mind (but just what is this “mind”?) 
records each least happening that the individual has ever 
experienced. Hubbard states bluntly that experiences 
have been “recovered”—recalled to conscious memory— 
that date as far back as four days after conception. May¬ 
be. The “discovery” would not seem strange to East 
Indian mystics who have been teaching the some doctrine 
for thousands of years. They would not agree that this 
mysterious “mind” is peculiarly a brain-function. It is 
an inherent quality, they would say, inseparable from all 
“matter”, but more particularly manifest in the living 
cell. Since the primal cell, including human ova and 
sperm, is potentially immortal, back, then, goes “memory” 
to the earliest manifestation of life on earth: even, per¬ 
haps, a bit further. Yoga practices also offer a little 
more evidence than Hubbard provides. 

Hubbard seems to approach this functioning of the 
“mind” with a strictly mechanistic theorem. The analogy 
is drawn between his presumed “memory bank” of the 
“dianetic records” and the relay-series “memory” of any 
mechanical computing machine. The analogy, perhaps, 
is unfortunate. Man is not a machine; not a robot. 
Protoplasm, whatever else it may be, seems to be chem¬ 
ical in function rather than mechanical. “Nerve im¬ 
pulses” or “nervous energy”, volt-met''r-m"asu’*a^b 
within str : ct Fmitations, is surely not exactly either AC 
or DC electrical current. We may know more about 
it. say, a hundred years from now. today we know prac¬ 
tically nothing except a few references not defined by 
such names. Such unproved and unprovab’e theories as 
Hubbard provides can only foul the picture; contribute 
nothing to understanding. 

And Hubbard’s idea of the “optimum mind” which is 
the “normal mind”—the same mind—is confusing. The 
conception is easily accepted that most people do not, 
and cannot use, more than a minimum select mu of the 
vast resources possible for human mentality. But, then, 
if it should nrove to be true that mental activity is, actu¬ 
ally, a psycho-somatic function, the “optimum mind” of 
an idiot must forever remain id’otic, a contention that 
JWC admits readily unconscious of the contradiction. No 
possible therapy can ever change that condition. True 
sanity forever remain impossible for such a “Mind”. No 
matter why. the optimum function of such a mind is just 
idocy, and no more. Extend the continuum to somewhat 
higher intelligent levels. Then what may be observed? 
Only the presence of a larger number of qustions requir¬ 
ing answers before any such “optimum mind” concep¬ 
tion could be accepted. To what extent, for instance, does 
“brain structure”—or psycho?somatic structure—vary in 
various individuals? Just what relationships actually 
exist between brain-structure—or body-cell-structure— 
and abservable functional consciousness at any lpvel? No¬ 
body knows factual answers to such questions. Therefore 
this “optimum mind” as the “normal mind” exists only 


as a concept in the mind of Mr. Hubbard; a useful fiction 
possib,.y, but a fiction nevertheless. 

Hubbard’s article, almost facetiously written, at times 
displays a regretable verbal tendency to confuse “mind” 
with “brain”, or with various possible manifestations of 
functional consciousness- He does seem to be aware, ifirw. 
ever, that “mind”, translated as operative activity, may 
not be a by-product of brain. And there are, very surely 
many “levels of consciousness” that seem to have little 
or no connection with brain, and not ordinarily recog. 
nized as manifestations of “mind”. Does brain command 
stomach to secrete gastric juice? Does “Mind” give or¬ 
ders to heart-muscle-cells to pulsate with proper timing? 
Is brain or “mind”—the Freudian concept—directly con. 
cerned with the selection of complex chemical elements' 
from the blood-stream presently reconstructed and secret¬ 
ed as hormones by the endocrine glands? No—but some¬ 
thing or other quite conscionsly operative is happening 
here; phenomena for which Dianetics, this new Science 
of Mind, seems to provide no satisfactory explanation. 
But “sanity”, per se, very notably, has also, among other 
meanings, some endocrine, some bio-chemical, connotations, 
Knowledge, in this field, is extremely limited; no “sane” 
conclusions are possible at all. 

Dianetics, rather curiously, as in the mythological 
Freudian concept, also seems to divide most mental op- 
erat.ons into the classic “conscious” and “unconscious” 
—almost meaningless terms defining only, if anything, 
the things we “know” and, perhaps, the things we know 
but don’t know that we knowffi that it, until these latter 
things are revealed to “conscious mind” (recalled) by 
psycno-analysis, or the technical methadology of Dianet¬ 
ics. The “conscious”, says Hubbard, is always conscious 
of the “unconscious” (unrecalled experience) in some 
degree; can become fully “onscious by means of dianetic 
directives. Freudian psychiatry makes the same state¬ 
ment which, one suspects, isn’t quite good enough even 
though the theory, as such, may sometimes be productive 
of useful results. Sometimes, it may be observed, but 
seldom, and very often, no useful results at all. 

JWC (but perhaps not Hubbard) makes the direct 
statement that the recall of experience, which may have 
happened on a strictly non-verbal level, can only be valua¬ 
ble for therapeutic results when the “engram”—supress- 
ed memory, lacking a more exact definition—is recalled 
on a strictly verbal level. “The exact wording must he 
recovered”, says JWC; “that, and only that, will serve”. 

If there were no words connected with the experience, 
that “I was able to recall my own birth in detail”—“it 
included the words of the doctor and the visual impress¬ 
ion of him.” Not, perhaps, altogether impossible even 
though the “remembered” sounds would, much later, re¬ 
quire translation into language with a content of mean¬ 
ing; Not impossible, but certainly rather unlikely. If 
it had happened that the doctor spoke Urdu, or some other 
language unlearned by adult JWC, would the words be 
remembered with any exactness? Would any meaning 
attached to the words be made clear? 

Mr. Campbell has had much experience with a good 
many capable and imaginative writers of science fiction 
who are certainly able to “recall” or reconstruct very 
vividly a great many things that never actually happened. 
He has also written some excellent fictions. That he was 
born seems self-evident. That his “engram” of that in¬ 
cident is a mirror of factuality may still be open to doubt. 
As a scientist he would recognize the lack of sound evi¬ 
dence; the possibility of misinterpretation. Is there in 
existence any phonograph record reproducing exactly 
what that doctor may have said? Any video record or 
any photograph to show what was being done on that 
momentous occasion? Such statements are interesting, 
but scarcely cnvincing. 

Dianetic theory states that “pain, and only pain, can 
(Continued Next Page) 
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—CONTINUED FROM PRECEDING PAGE 

be erased from memory” (the reference is to conscious 
memory, of course-—can they become an “engram” 
which, presently, manifested as an “engramic command” 
which exerts “terrible hypnotic power”, is a primary 
causation factor in “aberration”; that it, insanity. The¬ 
ory- Evidence—absent. The pain-recall can be secured, 
without doubt. The theory, curiously reminiscent of 
psycho-analytic technique, states further that when one 
of those “damnable hypnotic command memories” has 
been “recalled”—the “direct, exact recording”—then 
“the brain automatically clears it”. The brain, not the 
“mind” clears up the aberration. The insane person is 
then, presumably, sane. Or the sick person is then well. 
That result, it is claimed, is predictable—othewise scien¬ 
tific—in all but a few isolated cases. Which remains to 
be proved. 

Quite sane people, also, may have these same kind 
of obstreperous “engrams”, very likely—pain patterns 
that they don’t like to remember stored away in some 
preferably forgotten memory-niche; a kind of forgetting 
that, as a survival aid, is undoubtedly mentally healthy. 
Who wants to remember forgotten hurt? Hubbard 
speaks also of “preventative dianetics”. Should we, 
then, all be compelled to remember consciously all of the 
things that have variously hurt us, only in order that 
we may thus remain sane? God forbid! The people who 
do remember such things are neuratics, however great 
the distortion may be. Happily some of us are blessed 
with very good forgetters; nevertheless are able, as oc¬ 
casion warrants, to tap most of the experience-memories 
that are, in any way, useful. We remain sane enough 
for any reasonable purpose. If sanity is, actually (ac¬ 
cording to Korzybski) a kind of utilitarian coordination 
between percept, concept and some abstract from reality, 
maybe this premise in dianetic thory is really not quite 
sans. No comment is intended here on any result that 
dianetic technique might secure. Theory, of course, could 
be wholly false; empiric results, however, still valuable. 

A good many people believe today that arthritis, some 
heart and respiratory disorder, some kinds of dermatitis, 
and-so-forth, are in fact psycho-somatic disorders repar¬ 
able, sometimes, by mental readjustments. It is much 
less probable, so it might seem that arthritis (vide JWC) 
“is due to a pain memory”—-the same old ram comes 
back again—because the patient “was painfully injured’ 
sometime or other "at the point where he now has ar¬ 
thritis”. Arthritis has a way of jumping about a bit. 


Was the arthritic then injured—“probably prenatally” 
(JWC)—painfully and pretty much all over? 

May we believe that psycho-somatic asthma, occuring 
at any time, is actually “caused” by some prenatal fear 
of choking to death in the womb, or on the passage out¬ 
ward? QED cannot be written after **iy such assertion. 

n some of these cases certain drugs do give relief. 
Relief—not cure—the relief bio-chemical. Will dianetic 
technique “cure” hypertension? If so, Hubbard has a 
formula not only worth millions, but the only unique 
specific for any psycho-somatic disorder. Best advice, 
possibly, is just—wait and see. 

Hubbard adds migraine to the list of curables. But 
migraine is hereditary—no, back away from that dog¬ 
matic statement. Migraine is never manifest unless 
there is a history of migraine in one or the other parent— 
and on back from there. Can dianetics reach up an an¬ 
cestral tree? Relief—maybe. Bio-chemistry, also, can 
very often relieve the migraine attack or prevent it. 
Cure? When a few thousands of cases have been relieved, 
and there has never been any return of the characteristic 
symptoms. 

The curse of Freudian psychiatry has been the verbal 
schizothymia resulting from the indiscreet use of termi¬ 
nology—conscious and unconscious, libido complex, sub- 
limination, censor, ego and id—all of that droll assort¬ 
ment presently accepted as separate phases of personal¬ 
ity. But man is an integer; not a combination of d : s- 
separate parts. Danger—beware! Conscious and un¬ 
conscious, memory-bank and engram, aberrant and recall, 
circuits and electronic blocks, analyzer and reactive mind, 
anaten and norn—danger! Here is a part of the new 
terminology of dianetics. These names may have mean¬ 
ings. These names do not designate things, nor separate 
functions of an integrity. Body and mind. Hubbard 
agrees, is an integrity—one individual undivided. So . . . 

The most hopeful thing to be found here is Hubbard’s 
own warning, bluntly expressed and accepted, that dia¬ 
netics is a method of procedure that, properly conducted, 
yields useful results. After that, says Hubbard, let the 
theory go, because it may or may not be valid. It is a 
starting place. No matter if the theory is altogether 
false assumption if practice works. With more and more 
data, theory can be corrected. Excellent advice- Let it 
he well remembered by all future students of dianetics. 
Then, whatever dianetics mav be at this moment, the time 
must arrive when, sufficiently corrected—and corrected, 
possibly, almost beyond recognition, both theory and prac¬ 
tice will be altogether sound. , 
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